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REMARKS 

L Introductiojn 

In response lo the Office Action dated March 11, 2005, claims 1^ 8, and 1 5 have been 
atneaded. Claims 1-21 temain in the application. Re-examination and toconsiderarion of the 
application, as amended, is tequcssted. 

n. Acknowledgement of Previously Filed Info.tmarion Disclosure Statements 

Applicant notes that an information disclosure statement and Form 1449 (copy enclosed) 
were filed with die application on August 18, 2003. In addition, a Supplemental Information 
Disclosure Statement and Form 1449 (copy enclosed) were filed on June 17, 2004. However, the 
pending Office Acdon fails to acknowledge both Form 1449$ with appropriate initials. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request consideradon of the art cited in the previously filed Form 1449s 
followed by acknowledgement of such consideradon by duly noting the Form 1449s with 
appropriate initials. 

ni. Claim Amendments 

Applicants* attorney has made amendments to the claims as indicated above. These 
amendmenrs were made solely for the purpose of clarifying the language of the claims, and were not 
required for patentability or to distinguish the claims over the prior arc 

IV. Prior Art Rejections 

On page (2) of die Office Action, claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-10, 12-13, 15-17, and 19-20 were 
rejected under 35 U^S-C. §l03(a) as being impatentable over Goodenough ct aL, "Queries and Their 
Application to Reasoning widi Remote Sensing and GiS" (Goodenough) in view of Drutman ec al., 
"Marine Geophysics Modeling With Geographic Information Systems," (Dmtman). On page (10) 
of the Office Action, claims 4. 7, 11, 14, 18, and 21 were rejected xmder 35 U,S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goodenough in view of Druanan as applied to claims 1, 8, and 17, and further in 
view of Slik et al,, U.S. Patent No. 5,809,145 (Slik). Applicants respectfully craverse these rejections. 

Specifically, the independent claims were rejected as follows: 
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As per claim 1, Goodmough teaches the cWmed "mediod of obtaining n map in a computer 
graphics program" comprising: "receiving a request for a map pictuie'* (Goodeiiough» the query to 
request a map that shows the forest depletion over past 20 years; page 1201, cohmm 2, Hues 55-58); 
''obtaining a map 51e" (Goodenongh, a map file cotapuseri die GIS files of the desired site dated 20 
years ago, the themaiic mapper (liQ and color infra-red gcocoded imagery over the site; page 1201, 
column 2, lines 60-62); "determining, from the map file, a location of map data" (Goodenough, to 
determine die locadon of the map daia related lo the :iic^ representing depleted forest cover, page 
120l» column 2, lines 64-66), 'Vherein the map data defines one or more map objects of the map 
picture" (Goodenough, the depleted forest cover is the map object of the map picture; page 1201 , 
column 2, lines 64-66); and "obtaining the map data from the location, wherein the obtained map data 
satisfies the request for the map picture" (Goodenough, the data from the thematic mapper is 
obtained to satii^fy the request for the map showing die forest depiction over past 20 years; page 1203> 
column 1, lines 11-12). It is noted diat although Goodenough teaches the GIS data in bodi of raster 
and vector formats (Abstract, lines 1-3); Goodenough does not cxpUcidy teach that die obtained map 
data is 'Vector based** map data. Howevcr» Drutman teaches that the feacore map infbrmadon, such 
as Goodcnougb's depleted forest area, is preferably represented in vector based format (Drutman. 
lepresentanoQ of fbatuic/atd Ribuce; Table II. page 111-529). It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in die art at the time the invention was made, in view of die teaching of Dmttuan, to 
configure Goodenough's sncihod as daimed by storing the map zepresendng the area^s features m a 
vector format beCAuse the vector based data for the features or attributes of an area provides more 
convenient process than the raster format (Drutman, page in'528y column 2, lines 28-30). 

As per daim 8, Goodenoagh teaches die daimed **appaiatus for obtabing a map computer- 
implemented graphics system" comprising "(a) a computer^' (Goodenough, the SEIDAM intelligent 
system; page 1199, cohmm 1, lines 41-4<5); "(b) an application executing on the computcx^' 
(Goodenough, the problem solver is written in Prolog page 1203, column 1, lines 32-34), wherein the 
applicaiion IS configured to: "receive a request for a map picture" (Goodenough, the query to request 
a map that shows the forest deplerion over past 20 years; page 1201, column 2, lines 55-58); "obtain a 
map file" (Goodenou^ a map file comprises the GIS files of the desired site dated 20 years ago, the 
themadc mapper and color infra-red geocoded imagery over die site; page 1201, cohimn 2, lines 
60-62); "determine, from the map file, a location of map data" (Goodenough, to determine the 
location of the map dati related to the areas representing depleted forest cover; page 1201, column 2, 
lines 64-66), ^Svherein die map data defines one or more map objeas of the map picture" 
(Goodenough, the depleted forest cover is the map object of the map picture; page 1201, column 2, 
lines 64-66); and ''obtain the map data &om die location, wherein the obtained map data satisfies die 
request for die map picture" (Goodenou^^ the data ficom tlie diemanc mapper is obmined to satisfy 
the request for the map showing the forest depledon over past 20 years; page 1203, column 1, lines 
11-12). Iris noted diat although Goodenou^ teaches the GIS data in both of raster and vector 
fonnats (Abstracr, lines 1-3); Goodenough does not exphddy teach diac the obtained map data is 
*Veciot based" map data. However, Drutman teaches that die feature map information, such as 
Goodenoug^'s depleted forest area, is preferably represented in vector based format (Drutman, 
representation of fcature/atti Ribute; Table n, page III-52S0. It would Havfi been obvious to a pci«on 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, in view of the teaching of Drutman, to 
conBgure Goodenoug^'s mediod as claimed by storing the map representing the area's features in a 
vector format because the vector based data fi^r the feanues or attributes of an area provides more 
convenient process than the raster format (Drutman, page ni-528, column 2, lines 28-30). 

As per claim 15, Goodenough teaches the claimed "anide of manufacture embodying logic 
that causes a computer-implemented graphics system to obtain a map" comprising: "receiving a 
request for a map picture" (Goodenough^ the query to request a map that shows the forest deplcuon 
over past 10 years; page 1201, column 2, lines 55-56); "obtaining a map file" (Goodenough, a map file 
comprises die GIS files of the desired site dated 20 years ago, the thcmauc mapper (TM) and color 
in£ca^red geocoded imagery over the site; page 1201, column 2, lines 60-62); "determining, from the 

.G&C 30566.17*US-C3 



PAGE 10115 ' RCVD AT m 2:3S:43 PM [Eastern Dayfigttf 



06-06-2005 10:55AM F ROtiA-Gat as & Cooper LLP ^13106418798 W42 P. 011/015 F-908 



map file, a locadon of map data*^ (GoodeAOUgh, to determine the location of the map data telatcd to 
the nxcas zepresendng depleted forest cover; page 1201, cohinm 2, lines '*whexcin the map data 

defines one Or more map objects of the mnp picture" (Goodenough, the depleted forest cover is the 
map object of the map picture; page 1201, column 2, lines 64-66); and "obtaining the map data from 
the location, wherein the obtained map data satisfies die request for th emap picture" (Goodeno\^> 
the data from die themadc m;^per is obtained to sadsfy the jccquefit for the map showing the forest 
depledon over past 20 years; page 1203, column 1, lines 11-12). It is noted that although 
Goodenoogh teaches the CIS data in both of raster and vector formats (Abstract, lines 1-3); 
Goodcnough does not explicidy teach that the obtained map data is *Sreccor based" map data. 
However, Drutman teaches that the feature map information, such as GoodcnOugh's depleted fotcst 
area, is preferably represented in vector based fonnat (Drutman, represcntatioa of feature/ atti ribute; 
Table II, page III-529). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in die arc at the time 
dieinvendon was made, in view of the teaching of Drutman, co configure Goodenough's method as 
claimed by storing die map representing the area's features in a vector format because the vector 
based data for the features or attnbutes of an area provides more convenient process than the raster 
format (Drutman, page III-528. column 2» lines 2&-30). 

Applicaat3 tcavetse the above tejections for one or more of the following reasons: 

(1) Goodeno\]gb« Dmtmjin, and Slik do not teach, disclose or suggest a map file that 
pEOvides a storage location of vector based map data; 

(2) Goodenonghy Drutman, and Slik do not teach, disclose ox suggest the ability to 
determine a storage location of vector based map data that defines a map object for a requested tnap 
picture; and 

(3) Goodenough, Drutman, and S]ik do not teach, disclose or suggest obtaining vector 
based map data &am a storage location wherein die vector based map data satisfies a request for a 
map picture. 

Independent claims 1, 8, and 15 ate generally directed to obtaining a vector baaed map in a 
graphics program. As claimed, a request is received for a map picture. In response to the request^ a 
map file is obtained. As used in the subsequent daim stcpa, the map file contains a location of 
vector based ma.p data. Accordingly, die method determines, firom the tnap file, a storage location 
of the vector based map data. Furdier, the vector based tnap data defines one or more map objects 
of the map picture that has been requested. Once the storage location has been determined, the 
vector based map data is obtained £com the location. In this regard, the retrieved/ obtained vector 
based map data satisfies the request for the map picture. 

In view of the above, the clearly provide tiiat a map picture is requested and a map 

file that references locadons of vector based map data (that defines map objects) for the tnap picture 
is obtained/xeme^ed. 
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The cited references do not teach nor suggest these various elements of Applicants* 
independent ckims. 

In rejecting the claims, the Office Action relies on Goodenough to teach the map file, 
location of map data, map objects, and the obtaining of map data ficom the storage location. Under 
die analysis presented in the Office Action, die location o£ Goodenougb's map data merely refers to 
an map area that represents depleted forest cover. However, the presently amended claims provide 
that the location is a storage location for the vector based map data. Accordingly, the location of 
Goodenough clearly fails to teach or suggest* explicitly or implicitly, the storage location as set forth 
in the present claims. 

The Office Action continues and provides that Goodenough's data fiiom the diematic 
mapper shows the forest depletion over the past 20 equates to obtaining die map data &om the 
location relying on page 1203, column 1, lines 11-12. However, page 1203, colunm 1, Knes 11-12 
provides ''At this point we have expended no major processing costs in creating this plan''. Such a 
teaching does not even remotely allude to obtaining data of any sort. Further, the amended daim$ 
specifically provide for obtaining die vector based data ftoro the determined storage location as set 
forth in the map file. Such a teaching is clearly lacking £t:om Goodenough. 

The Office Action further admits diat Goodenough £iils to teach that the obtained map data 
is vector based map data. In this regard, Applicants submit diat not oxily do the claims require 
vector based map data but the claims as a whole must be examined. MPEP 2141 .01 provides ti:iat in 
determining the diffetcnces between die prior art and the claims, die question under 35 U.S.C. 103 is 
not whether the differences themselves w ould have been obvious, but whether die claimed 
invention as a whole w ould have been obvious. Stratoflex, Inc. v, Aeroquip Corp.^ 713 F.2d 1530, 
218 USPQ 871 (Fed. Cir. 1983); Schenck v. Nortron Corp., 713 F.2d 782, 218 USPQ 698 (Fed. Cir. 
1983). The cont^t of the claims and the invention as a whole utilizes a map file that contains 
locations of vector based map data which is dien retneved to satisfy a request for a map picture. 
Accordingly, this **whole*' concept and use of the map file and vector based map data cannot be 
disregarded The Office Action attempts to extract vector based map data fcom one reference and a 
location of trees that appear in a map to read on the claim language. Such an assertion fails to 
consider die claim as a whole and whedier the claimed invention as a whole would have been 
obvious in view of die cited references. 
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Applicants further submit that Diutman and Slik also fail to cure the deficiencies of 
Goodenough. In dus regard, none of the cited references even recogni2e die problems or die 
soludon presented by the present claims. 

Moreover, die various elements of Applicants' claimed invention togedier provide 
operadonal advantages over Goodenough, Drutmanj and SBk. la addition. Applicants' invention 
solves problems not recognized by Goodenough, Dtucman, and Slik. 

Thus, Applicants submit that independent claims 1, 8, and 15 ore allowable over 
Goodenough, Druiman, and Slik. Furdier, dependent claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16-21 are submitted to 
be allowable over Goodenough, Drtitman, and Slik in the same manner, because they are dependent 
on independent claims 1, 8, and 15, respectively, and thus contain all the limitations of the 
independent claims. In addition, dependent claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16-21 recite additional novel 
elements not shown by Goodenough, Dzutman, and SUk. 

V. Conclusion 

In view of the above, it is suhmitted that dus applicadon is now in good order for allowance 
and such allowance is respectfully solicited Should the Examiner believe minor tnatceta still remain that 
can be resolved in a telephone interview, the Examiniit is urged to call Applicants' undersigned 
attorney* 

Respectfully submitted, 

GATES 8l cooper LLP 
Attorneys for App]icant(s)- 

Howard Hughes Center 
6701 Center Drive West, Suire 1050 
Los Angeles, California 90045 
(310) 641-8797 



Date: June 6j 2QQ5 



JSF/ 



Nameyjfason S. Feldmar 
Reg. No.: 39,187 
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